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(B) to work with the Secretary of State to
update, on a regular basis, the list of individ-
uals and entities designated under the South
Sudan sanctions program, including individ-
uals at the highest levels of leadership in
South Sudan and from within the National
Security Service; and

(C) to coordinate, in cooperation with the
Secretary of State, with the United Kingdom
and the European Union on South Sudan-re-
lated sanctions designations and enforce-
ment.

——
JOSEPH WOODROW HATCHETT
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE

AND FEDERAL BUILDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 170, S. 2938.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 2938) to designate the United
States Courthouse and Federal Building lo-
cated at 111 North Adams Street in Tallahas-
see, Florida, as the ‘“Joseph Woodrow
Hatchett United States Courthouse and Fed-
eral Building”’, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (S. 2938) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, was read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

S. 2938

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. JOSEPH WOODROW HATCHETT
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE AND
FEDERAL BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States
Courthouse and Federal Building located at
111 North Adams Street in Tallahassee, Flor-
ida, shall be known and designated as the
“Joseph Woodrow Hatchett United States
Courthouse and Federal Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the United
States Courthouse and Federal Building re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Joseph Woodrow
Hatchett United States Courthouse and Fed-
eral Building”’.

———

ODELL HORTON FEDERAL
BUILDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 171, H.R. 390.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 390) to redesignate the Federal
building located at 167 North Main Street in
Memphis, Tennessee as the ‘Odell Horton
Federal Building”’.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
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third time and passed and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (H.R. 390) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

———

FREDERICK P. STAMP, JR. FED-
ERAL BUILDING AND UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 172, H.R. 4660.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 4660) to designate the Federal
Building and United States Courthouse lo-
cated at 1125 Chapline Street in Wheeling,
West Virginia, as the ‘‘Frederick P. Stamp,
Jr. Federal Building and TUnited States
Courthouse™.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (H.R. 4660) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

———

TO OBTAIN AND DIRECT THE
PLACEMENT IN THE CAPITOL OR
ON THE CAPITOL GROUNDS OF A
STATUE TO HONOR ASSOCIATE
JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
SANDRA DAY O’CONNOR AND A
STATUE TO HONOR ASSOCIATE
JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
RUTH BADER GINSBURG

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration be
discharged from further consideration
of S. 3294 and that the Senate proceed
to its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 3294) to obtain and direct the
placement in the Capitol or on the Capitol
Grounds of a statue to honor Associate Jus-
tice of the Supreme Court of the United
States Sandra Day O’Connor and a statue to
honor Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court of the United States Ruth Bader Gins-
burg.

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed and that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The

The

S9085

The bill (S. 3294) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, was read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

S. 3294

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

(a) SANDRA DAY O’CONNOR.—Congress finds
the following:

(1) Sandra Day O’Connor was born in 1930
in El Paso, Texas, and spent her childhood
on her family’s isolated Arizona cattle
ranch. She lived with her grandmother in El
Paso during the school year, away from her
home and parents.

(2) O’Connor matriculated to Stanford Uni-
versity at the age of 16, and combined her
undergraduate and law school curricula,
graduating with a bachelor’s degree in eco-
nomics and a law degree in just 6 years. She
was third in her law school class, behind Wil-
liam Rehnquist, her future colleague on the
Supreme Court of the United States (in this
section referred to as the ‘‘Supreme Court’).

(3) Despite her qualifications, O’Connor
could not find work as an attorney because
of bias against women in the law. She ended
up negotiating for an unpaid position in the
San Mateo County District Attorney’s office
at a shared desk, while her husband, John,
finished at Stanford Law School 1 year later.

(4) O’Connor traveled to Frankfurt, Ger-
many, in 1954 with her husband John, who
had joined the United States Army Judge
Advocate General’s Corps, where she was
able to find work as a civilian attorney with
the United States Army Quartermaster
Corps. In 1957, O’Connor returned to Arizona
and still could not find work with a tradi-
tional law firm due to her gender, so she
“hung out a shingle’ as a sole practitioner.

(5) In 1965, O’Connor was hired as an Assist-
ant Attorney General for the State of Ari-
zona.

(6) Active in Republican Party politics and
well-received for her work at the Arizona
State Capitol, O’Connor was appointed to an
Arizona State Senate seat in 1969 when the
incumbent, also a woman, was appointed to
a Federal position and vacated the office.

(7) In 1970, O’Connor was elected to the Ari-
zona State Senate and served 2 consecutive
terms. In 1972, she was selected as Majority
Leader of the Arizona State Senate, the first
time a woman held such a position in any
State.

(8) In 1974, O’Connor ran for office as a trial
court judge. She won and was later ap-
pointed to the Arizona Court of Appeals in
1979.

(9) On August 19, 1981, President Ronald
Reagan nominated O’Connor to be an Asso-
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court, to fill
the seat vacated by Associate Justice Potter
Stewart. On September 21, 1981, the Senate
confirmed O’Connor’s nomination by a unan-
imous vote, making her the first woman to
serve on the Supreme Court.

(10) O’Connor established herself as a prag-
matic, independent voice on the Supreme
Court, casting decisive votes during a time
when the Court was being asked to resolve
politically charged issues.

(11) In the 1982 case of Mississippi Univer-
sity for Women v. Hogan, O’Connor wrote the
majority opinion holding that the State
could not prevent men from enrolling in an
all-women’s nursing school, writing that
laws discriminating on the basis of sex would
be allowed only if there was an ‘‘exceedingly
persuasive justification’ for them.

(12) O’Connor sought, when possible, to
find the middle ground between her often-di-
vided colleagues, frequently joining the ma-
jority decision but presenting her views in
concurring opinions that eschewed broad
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